
April 2, 1952 

Dear Tofnt 

I have the PHS docuraente, and will take uare of mm r;lghf, away, 
I hope you weren’t too dimppointed about Merck-- I had mm&r thoa&ht 
too much about that pmapset. Of courm you should apply for tJm PHS 
felbwohip, 

if@  
you wfll. have to evaluate the ri8@~ yourself. I do 

hv you IS& j we ahou3d have a lftcsly group here next ymr, with a 
uoupld of other postdooa. (froar &gland- on their om ste;~~). Let me 
know hforo you do anything too drastic out of ditcour~mmt. 

As to your papur, Z wonder ii your two msksrs 3s~ not already enough. 
Moat of rqy cocix~~~nts about the paper atill hold, and I don’t me that it 
would do my good to amplify thera. xi you want to Include kfn;artti data, 
you ought to mvpi(ik the tills. X dcn't thltnk th3.s tspa of zmmphmia is 
gobg to man very mu& re Delbruck'r saiefortums, a& ii thq aan repro- 
duce you rrsuitcl undar your uoaditions, why whem’s the quW? 

Why don’t you refer to Gllfton’er paper? I haven’t received your 
uultur.6 Just yet, but ekxpeot thsnr. Arr to the genstiu data, SW only 
gone over the f imt mw N-1177 x B6. Thora looka ix3 be a fairly straight- 
forward I- of “8” to %y1j 1068 dire<rtJ~ ti, i&d. ad 3 606 Hewuatas 
aad Hyholpr 1950: A& Rat.) If ths other data agree, why don 5 t you rAmply 
report this table q.# #JlB mleults of pairirfm ~ont2qmcy test&B. f am 
a little uour abc&Wpp@g In the Cl-Xyl neighborhood until we can get 
the wqnentcit el.tition abmred up, in rlsLatioa to F. 

%ncsrely, 

Joarhua hderberg 


